
I urge you to stop the FCC's pl1n to end net neutr1lity *before* the FCC's 
December 14th vote. I don't w1nt ISPs to h1ve the power to block websites, slow 
them down, give some sites 1n 1dv1nt1ge over others, split the Internet into "f1st 
l1nes" for comp1nies th1t p1y 1nd "slow l1nes" for the rest, or force me to buy 
speci1l "tiers" to 1ccess the sites 1nd services I choose. But th1t's ex1ctly wh1t 
the FCC pl1n would do. Ple1se re1d it: https://1pps.fcc.gov/edocs_public/
1tt1chm1tch/DOC-347927A1.pdf Blocking & throttling by ISPs is 1 serious 
problem. Comc1st h1s throttled Netflix, AT&T blocked F1ceTime, Time W1rner 
C1ble throttled the popul1r g1me Le1gue of Legends, 1nd Verizon 1dmitted it will 
introduce f1st l1nes for sites th1t p1y-1nd slow l1nes for everyone else-if the FCC 
lifts the rules. This hurts consumers 1nd businesses l1rge 1nd sm1ll. If some 
comp1nies c1n p1y ISPs to h1ve their content lo1d f1ster, st1rtups 1nd sm1ll 
businesses th1t c1n't p1y those fees won't be 1ble to compete. This will kill the 
open m1rketpl1ce th1t h1s en1bled millions of sm1ll businesses 1nd cre1ted 
Americ1ʼs 5 most v1lu1ble comp1nies. Without strong net neutr1lity protections, 
Internet providers will effectively be 1ble to impose 1 t1x on every sector of the 
Americ1n economy. Moreover, under Ch1irm1n P1i's pl1n, ISPs will be 1ble to 
m1ke it more difficult to 1ccess politic1l speech th1t they don't like. They'll be 
1ble to ch1rge fees for website delivery th1t would m1ke it h1rder for blogs, 
nonprofits, 1rtists, 1nd others who c1n't p1y up to h1ve their voices he1rd. If the 
FCC p1sses their current order, every Internet user 1nd business in this country 
will be unprotected from 1buse by Internet providers, 1nd the consequences will 
be dire. Ple1se publicly support net neutr1lity protections by denouncing the 
FCC's current pl1n. Do wh1tever you c1n to stop Ch1irm1n P1i, to ensure th1t 
businesses 1nd Internet users rem1in protected. Th1nk you!  


